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to the subject matter? Plechanov here believes that he has vindi-
cated orthodox Marxism by offering as evidence in its behalf
the possibility of scientific investigation. But the possibility
of scientific explanation, which is a programme for the quest
of causes and laws, is neutral as between conflicting scientific
explanations that submit themselves to the control of evidence.
3. If the merit of the system of orthodox Marxism is that in
the hands of a gifted individual like Plechanov it leads to the
turning over of historical material from a new point of view,
its defect is that it blocks the proper assessment of what is un-
covered. Just as we are getting ready to credit Plechanov with
a refreshing willingness to follow the lead of evidence, he
relapses into the economic monism which his own discussion
of the case studies he submits completely refutes. The reason
for this relapse is the mistaking of a hoary methodological
fallacy for a valid logical principle, an error that will be found
in the writings of every dogmatic monist of any school.
Plechanov points out that considerable opposition existed
to Madame Pompadour's maleficent influence but that public
opinion could not prevail against her. French society of her day
could not enforce its judgment of condemnation. Why? Because
of its form of organization which made the monarch immune
from the controls that existed in a country like England where
the purse strings could be effectively tied even against the royal
fingers. But why did this form of organization exist in France?
Because it was determined by the relations of social forces.
Hence, he concludes, "it is the relation of social forces which,
in the last analysis, explains the fact that Louis XV's character,
and the caprices of his favourite, could have such a deplorable
influence on the fate of France."
This may seem pkusible enough until one inquires: why was
the rektion of social forces in France 'what it was? What deter-
mines it? And what determines the cause that determines it?
And since we are in quest of "a kst analysis/' why ^top there?
It is obvious that this procedure sets up a chain, of infinite and
irrelevant questions which Plechanov brings to an arbitrary
halt when he reaches the rektion of social forces. But the re-
lation of social forces has no ascertainable bearing on the
specific question of the specific causes and Consequences of
Madame Pompadour's influence. One might ask whether in
fact French society had no means of getting rid of Madame
Pompadour, either by the not unknown method of assassination